


DOCUMENTS EXPEDITING PROJECT 


COMMUNIST PSYCHOLOGICAL WARFARE 
(Thought Control) 


CONSULTATION WITH 
CONSTANTIN W. BOLDYREFF 


OF THE 


National Alliance of Russian Solidarists 


COMMITTEE ON UN-AMERICAN ACTIVITIES 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
EIGHTY-FIFTH CONGRESS 
SECOND SESSION 


APRIL 7, 1958 
(INCLUDING INDEX) 


Printed for the use of the Committee on Un-American Activities 


UNITED STATES 
GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 
WASHINGTON : 1958 











COMMITTEE ON UN-AMERICAN ACTIVITIES 


Unitep States House or REPRESENTATIVES 
FRANCOIS E. WALTER, Pennsylvania, Chairman 


MORGAN M. MOULDER, Missouri BERNARD W. KEARNEY, New York 
CLYDE DOYLE, California DONALD L., JACKSON, California 
EDWIN E. WILLIS, Louisiana GORDON H. SCHERER, Ohio 
WILLIAM M. TUCK, Virginia ROBERT J. McINTOSH, Michigan 


RIcHARD ARENS, Staff Director 
It 





CONTENTS 





Page 

IR nice vatencnke Kunin’ teen te ee 1 
April 7, 1958: Consultation with— 

Prof. Constantin W. apt cntiranatitetn tedeg 3 

FER. <n oan cnnusinanncanpehue pheummunieetummtc mate Te i 








Pusuic Law 601, 79TH CoNnGREss 


The legislation under which the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities operates is Public Law 601, 79th Congress [1946], chapter 
753, 2d session, which provides: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, * 


PART 2—RULES OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Ruts X 


SEC, 121. STANDING COMMITTEES 


* * * * a Ok * 
17. Committee on Un-American Activities, to consist of nine Members. 
Rute XI 


POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES 
* * * * * * * 


(q) (1) Committee on Un-American Activities. 

(A) Un-American activities. 

(2) The Committee on Un-American Activities, as a whole or by subcommit 
tee, is authorized to make from time to time investigations of (i) the extent, 
character, and objects of un-American propaganda activities in the United States, 
(ii) the diffusion within the United States of subversive and un-American propa- 
ganda that is instigated from foreign countries or of a domestic origin and attacks 
the principle of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitution, and 
(iii) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress in any necessary 
remedial legislation. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities shall report to the House (or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in session) the results of any such investi- 
gation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable. 

For the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act at such 
times and places within the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, 
has recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendance 
of such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, and 
to take such testimony, as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued under 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any 
member designated by any such chairman, and may be served by any person 
designated by any such chairman or member. 


* * * * * * * 


Rute XII 
LEGISLATIVE OVERSIGHT BY STANDING COMMITTEES 


Sec. 136. To assist the Congress in appraising the administration of the iaws 
and in developing such amendments or related legislation as it may deem neces- 
sary, each standing committee of the Senate and the House of Representatives 
shall exercise continuous watchfulness of the execution by the administrative 
agencies concerned of any laws, the subject matter of which is within the jurisdic- 
tion of such committee; and, for that purpose, shall study all pertinent reports 
and data submitted to the Congress by the agencies in the executive branch of 
the Government. 
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RULES ADOPTED BY THE 85TH CONGRESS 


House Resolution 5, January 3, 1957 
* * * * * * * 


RuLE X 
STANDING COMMITTEES 


1. There shall be elected by the House, at the commencement of each Con- 
gress, 


* * * * * * * 
(q) Committee on Un-American Activities, to consist of nine Members. 
* a * * * ok * 
Rute XI 


POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES 
* ES % * * * x 


17. Committee on Un-American Activities. 

(a) Un-American activities. 

(b) The Committee on Un-American Activities, as a whole or by subcommittee, 
is authorized to make from time to time investigations of (1) the extent, char- 
acter, and objects of un-American propaganda activities in the United States, 
(2) the diffusion within the United States of subversive and un-American prop- 
aganda that is instigated from foreign countries or of a domestic origin and 
attacks the principle of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitu- 
tion, and (3) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress 
in any necessary remedial legislation. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities shall report to the House (or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in session) the results of any such investi- 
gation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable. 

For the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act at such times 
and places within the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, has 
recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendance 
of such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, and 
to take such testimony, as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued under 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any 
member designated by any such chairman, and may be served by any person 
designated by any such chairman or member. 

* Es 4 * * * * 

26. To assist the House in appraising the administration of the laws and in 
developing such amendments or related legislation as it may deem necessary, 
each standing committee of the House shall exercise continuous watchfulness 
of the execution by the administrative agencies concerned of any laws, the subject 
matter of which is within the jurisdiction of such committee; and, for that 
purpose, shall study all pertinent reports and data submitted to the House by 
the agencies in the executive branch of the Government. 
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SYNOPSIS 


The Soviet Union today is engaged in a gigantic campaign to win 
the cold war by mobilizing public opinion in Western Nations against 
their own governments, Prof. Constantin W. Boldyreff declared in a 
consultation with the staff of the Committee on Un-American Activi- 
ties. 

Professor Boldyreff, formerly on the faculty of Georgetown Univer- 
sity and once a member of the Russian Cadet Corps, was one of the 
organizers of the N. T. S. (National Alliance of Russian Solidarists), 
which is dedicated to the overthrow of the Communist regime in 
Russia. 

The Soviet Union’s propaganda campaign “‘is a totally new phenom- 
enon”’ in international conflict, Professor Boldyreff continued. ‘His- 
tory knows several cases when nations fought each other by economic 
pressure (the blockade of Napoleonic France) or even by harassing 
the enemy on the periphery (England and Spain) without actually 
resorting, for quite some time, to organized military operations. In 
the past this was a strife of one government against another govern- 
ment, with every citizen of the opposing nation being considered an 
enemy. In the present conflict, the main efforts of each of the striving 
governments are mainly directed to influence the citizens, individual 
citizens, of the opposing nation over the head of their own govern- 
ment in an attempt to capture their allegiance. 

“T feel that the world is approaching a critical period. The horizons 
are somber. In its tribulations and searchings, humanity today is 
dominated by two overwhelming emotions: Fear and aspiration for 
freedom,”’ Professor Boldyreff declared. 

‘“‘Western Europe has freedom but it suffers from a paroxysm of 
almost pathological fear of war. This the Communists try to exploit 
to dominate the psyche of the Europeans. 

“The great Asiatic neutralist world is dominated by a tremendous 
desire for self-assertion which accentuates their hypertrophied na- 
tionalism. The fear of war is far less acute than in Europe. To the 
people of India or Indonesia, the atomic bomb does not seem to be 
so immediately threatening. 

“The Communist-oppr essed populations are afraid of war; its 
horrors are still fresh in their memories. But this fear is not as strong 
as in the West since it is greatly attenuated by an avid will for freedom. 
Our inability to help these nations to throw off the hated yoke, so 
graphically demonstrated during the Hungarian revolt, alienates the 
Western World from its only true and reliable allies. This fact should 
determine our attitude. By making a great, if necessary, ‘uncon- 
ventional’ effort to reach them and win back their confidence, the 
following could be achieved: 
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“‘(a) Relieved from the fear of foreign invasion, assured that no 
deal could ever be made by the United States and its tyrants behind 
its back, the Russian people will intensify its’pressure on the Kremlin 
gang. 

“(6) A greater feeling of security will develop in Europe and its 
resistance will strengthen as a result of growing unrest behind the 
Tron Curtain. 

“(c) These signs of obvious rejection of communism by those who 
live under its yoke will cause the people of Asia to recoil from the 
false Red champions of Asia’s independéice,” 
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MONDAY, APRIL 7, 1958 


Unitep States House or RepresENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON UN-AMERICAN ACTIVITIES, 


Washington, D. C. 
CONSULTATION 


The following consultation with Prof. Constantin W. Boldyreff, 
of the National Alliance of Russian Solidarists (N. T. S.), was held 
at 10:10 a. m., in room 226, Old House Office Building, Washington, 
D.C., pursuant to the authorization of the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, composed of: 


FRANCIS E. WALTER, Pennsylvania, Chairman 


MORGAN M. MOULDER, Missouri BERNARD W. KEARNEY, New York 
CLYDE DOYLE, California DONALD L. JACKSON, California 
EDWIN E. WILLIS, Louisiana GORDON H. SCHERER, Ohio 
WILLIAM M. TUCK, Virginia ROBERT J. McINTOSH, Michigan 


Staff members present: Richard Arens, staff director, and William 
I. Heimlich, consultant. 

Mr. Arens. This consultation is a continuation of the series of 
consultations which the Committee on Un-American Activities directed 
to be held respecting Communist Psychological Warfare. We are 
pleased to welcome to the consultation today Prof. Constantin W. 
Boldyreff, formerly of Georgetown University, who will confer with 
us on the subject matter. 

(Professor Boldyreff was sworn by the reporter.) 


STATEMENT OF PROF. CONSTANTIN W. BOLDYREFF 


Mr. Arens. Professor Boldyreff, will you kindly, for the purpose of 
the record, give us a brief summary of your background and ex- 
perience? 

Professor Botpyrerr. My name is Constantin W. Boldyreff. I 
am 48 years of age. I was born in Russia. My father was a Lieu- 
tenant General in the Czarist Army. He was one of the first officers 
to start organized resistance to communism, Later he was captured 
and shot by the Bolsheviks. 

I was educated in a Russian military cadet corps and the University 
of Belgrade, Yugoslavia, where I lived until 1941. I was among the 
first young Russians to join, in 1930, the N. T. S—National Alliance 
of Russian Solidarists [Natsional ’no-Trudovoi Soiuz]. This organiza- 
tion is dedicated to the overthrow of the Communist regime in Russia 
and the establishment of a truly democratic government which would 
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guarantee freedom, law, and order to the Russian people. I was 
active in this organization ever since. 

In 1941 when the Germans invaded Yugoslavia, I joined the 
Yugoslav Army as a volunteer. Upon Yugoslavia’s capitulation I was 
arrested by the German Gestapo and sent to Germany to a slave-labor 
camp. On my way there I escaped from the transport and through 
the N. T. S. channels penetrated into Poland and Russia, where 
I fought underground both against the Germans and the Communists. 

In November 1944 I made my way back to Austria to organize 
measures to save the N. T.S. elements in Germany in view of the mass 
arrests of the organization’s members by the Gestapo. In February 
1945 I was again caught by the Nazis and put into a concentration 
camp from which I succeeded in getting out. I joined the American 
forces and was put in charge of the displaced persons by the United 
States Military Government in Thuringia, Germany. I opposed 
forced repatriation of the Soviet nationals who didn’t want to go 
back to Russia and this brought me into a major conflict with the 
Soviet representatives. 

In 1946 I succeeded in resettling about 1,000 Russian displaced 
persons in Morocco, but again Communist interference brought this 
operation to an end. 

I came to this country in November 1947, and in 1949 I joined 
Georgetown University. I taught there 6 years and resigned because 
the developments behind the Iron Curtain following Stalin’s death 
demanded the full concentration of my energies and time on my 
research studies and the active anti-Communist work I was doing. 

I’ve written and lectured vastly on communism and the related 
subjects in this country and in Western Europe, and became, in turn, 
the target of Soviet propaganda vituperation in the Soviet press and 
propaganda fiction literature. 

Mr. Arens. Professor, how would you characterize the present 
struggle between the forces of communism and the forces of freedom? 

Professor Botpyrerr. If you will permit me, I would like to make 
a short analysis of the situation in the light of which I think my 
remarks will assume a greater clarity. 

There are two goals in the divided world today, which, if boiled 
down to their rock-bottom foundations, could be formulated as fol- 
lows: The goal of the Free World is to preserve peace. This actually 
could not exactly be called a goal so long as no real effort is made to 
eliminate the source of war threat—which is organized world com- 
munism. Yet, in the absence of any other formulated objective, peace 
as such should be assumed as the only proclaimed goal of the Western 
World. The interpretation of this goal, however, ranges from ‘‘peace 
almost at all cost” (the prevalent feeling in Britain, for instance) to 
the “live and let live’ basis (United States). This, in fact, means 
an international status quo ad infinitum as far as the division of the 
world into two ideologically hostile spheres is concerned. Behind this 
thesis lies the hope that if the two spheres could be brought to a 
stationary basis, the Communist regimes—as a result of elbow rubbing 
with the West—will gradually and peacefully evolve into a more 
democratic system (a doctrine not unlike the wartime theory about 
the basically ‘‘good old Uncle Joe’). 

Mr. Arens. What are the present-day goals of communism? 
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Professor Botpyrerr. The goal of international communism—as 
represented by Khrushchev and his satellite clique—is the extension 
of Communist control over the whole world without resort to an all-out 
war, if ever possible. Needless to say, this renunciation of atomic 
war as a means to achieve their end is not a reflection of the humane 
scruples of the Communist leaders. It is but a product of sober 
calculation; a war with the United States at this stage is, after all, 
too risky a business. Besides, the internal situation in Russia and 
the satellite countries is anything but stable. 

Hence, both sides genuinely want to avoid a war. And because 
this desire is genuine indeed, it appears as though there really were a 
basis for negotiations—some tangible meeting point. This is the 
reason of the mounting pressure in the West for negotiations, summit 

conferences, and a deal with Communists. 

The crux of the matter, however, is that whereas our concept of 
peace is security, law, and order, theirs is ‘peaceful competition.” 
That this “peaceful competition” is but another treacherous Com- 
munist stratagem is no secret. Khrushchev, and every other Com- 
munist down the party line, time and again have predicted that com- 
munism will emerge triumphant from this competition. 

I don’t think there is any doubt even in Khrushchev’s mind what 
would be the result of an open, legitimate, and honest competition 
between a free democratic system and a totalitarian regime, between 
free economy and regimented husbandry, between unfettered social 
and cultural development and that of a policed society. Hence, the 
competition as envisaged by the Soviets is to be anything but honest, 
open, and legitimate. Peaceful it would be only in one respect—no 
H-bombs permitted, since they are equally dangerous to the Com- 
munists and because they reduce the edge of Soviet overwhelming 
superiority in conventional arms and manpower. 

In all other respects this competition will be anything but peaceful. 
It will mean intrigues, subversion, pitfalls of all kinds, a bit of 
terrorism here, and some conventional shooting there. 

As a matter of fact, a good example of what this competition implies 
can already be seen now. Take, for instance, the dumping of 
aluminum which the Soviet Government started quite recently. It 
sells aluminum to Britain at prices lower than world market prices, 
creating great difficulties for the aluminum industry everywhere, 
but particularly in Canada which used to be Britain’s principal 
supplier. 

The Communist government can do this because it doesn’t care if its 
own population has to use rusty tin cans for teapots, and because it 
pays the Russian workers for a full day’s work less than our workers 
get by way of unemployment compensation. So, whenever and 
wherever they can undercut the market and create havoc in the Free 
World’s economy, they most certainly will do so. 

Another example is Indonesia. The revolt on Sumatra came as a 
last measure of protest against the shameless machinations of the 
Jommunist minority in the Jakarta government. The Soviet Govern- 
ment wasted no time or effort to help the “legal’’ Indonesian govern- 
ment. Recently it sent 10 ships to Sukarno. These ships were not 
war vessels, granted. But what about the cargo? More important still 
is the fact that the Soviet crews who manned those ships remained in 
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Indonesia “‘to train the new Indonesian crews.” Czechoslovakia and 
other Communist states supply Sukarno with weapons. The situation 
in a way seems to parallel that of Hungary during the revolt. The 
Communist powers openly help the “government” to suppress the 
population, while we sit back and watch because we cannot interfere 
in the “internal affairs’ of another country. This is an example of 
the rules for ‘peaceful competition,” Khrushchev style, in the political 
field. Numerous similar examples could be cited in this and all the 
other fields. 

Colonel Hermiircn. May I break in just a second, Professor 
Boldyreff? I notice Syngman Rhee, the President of South Korea, 
had offered the full facilities of his military force and his Government 
in behalf of the rebels. 

Professor Boupyrerr. This.is true, but Rhee needs at least some 
sort of a green light from the United States before he can start flying 
any arms or volunteers to Sumatra. I must say I am amazed how 
little advantage we take of the determined anti-Communist forces in 
Asia where the situation is so delicate and where even a minor Com- 
munist victory turns into a major political setback for us. Yet, with 
a little more imagination, ways could be found to help the Asiatic 
anti-Communists to help themselves. 

However, it is not in Asia that the Communists must be engaged 
and defeated, but in Russia proper, and, of course, by means other 
than military weapons. The great human masses of Asia who are 
still acutely conscious of the injustices of the vanished Western 
colonialism, know little about communism except that it is allegedly 
opposed to the phantom they hate. What could then open their 
eyes better to the true nature of communism than the manifestation 
of the fact that after 40 years of Communist rule—after all the 
sputniks—the Soviet Government faces an ever-mounting opposition 
from the very people who, it claims, have already finished building 
socialism. This opposition is clearly demonstrated by the rebellious 
attitude of Soviet intelligentsia, primarily the artists and writers; 
by the restiveness of the youth, and the people’s generally growing 
pressure for reforms and greater freedom. We must find ways and 
means of establishing direct contact with the Russian people and do 
all we can to help them to expand their resistance to Communist 
tyranny. Let us not forget what a powerful impact on the psychology 
of the world (including Asia) was produced by the Hungarian revolt, 
and the reluctance of large numbers of Russian troops to engage in 
the suppression of the Hungarian patriotic revolution. 

Now, coming back to the general analysis—what will be the result 
of the proposed ‘‘peaceful competition’? Would it, at least, reduce 
the armament race? Certainly not, because with the Soviet goals 
unchanged the Western World wouldn’t dare to relax its defenses. 
And since the free nations see no means of checking communism and 
keeping it from expansion other than confronting it with the prospects 
of retaliation, we shall be compelled to persist in arming ourselves. 
The Communists will also continue to maintain their ‘position of 
strength”—summit or no summit, bomb tests or no bomb tests— 
because intimidation proved to be so effective a weapon in their 
diplomatic dealings with the Free World. But mainly, because an 
armament race justifies the rigid political and economic control over 
their own populations: ‘‘Watch those capitalists, they are out to get 
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you, just as the Germans did. So, forget about butter, tighten your 
belts, and work!’’ There still is a third reason, perhaps the most 
important of all, for the Kremlin to continue the armament race. The 
resulting intensification of the war scare permits the Soviet tyrants to 
turn the natural patriotic concern of the people for the security of 
their own country to work against the people’s natural aspirations for 
freedom. ‘How can you even think of a revolution when the country 
is surrounded with bristling hostile bases? The entire world hates 
you because you are a great and powerful nation, communism or no 
communism. The invaders will jump at you at a moment of weakness. 
Have you forgotten the Nazis?” 

So the armament race will continue, no matter how many confer- 
ences there might be and at whatever level they might be held.. What 
does this actually mean to this country? This means a simultaneous 
and progressive increase of America’s— 

(a) National defense budget; 
(b) Military aid to Western allies; and 
(c) Economic assistance. 

How long, I wonder how long, can we go on like this? How long 
can a single nation, no matter how rich and mighty, maintain a bal- 
anced free economy in such competition with a totalitarian machine 
which can exploit the entire property, every drop of sweat and blood, 
and the very lives of almost a billion human beings populating more 
than half of the world’s greatest and richest Eurasian land mass? 

lt is obvious that no matter how much this country spends, she will 
never be able to satisfy all the hungry Indians, or provide roofs for 
all the homeless Arabs. Hence, misery will prevail in the under- 
developed areas, and where there is misery there is always jealousy. 
And jealousy is exactly what the Communists need to incite the dis- 
contented population of Asia and Africa against those who are richer 
and more prosperous. 

In a struggle in which both adversaries compete for a position of 
strength, and are reluctant to resort to direct use of physical power, 
the main objective is to weaken the enemy by denying to him the 
control over the human and material resources which he already com- 
mands or potentially may command. This is exactly what the Soviet 
Government is doing today by its propaganda, intrigue, subversion, 
and economic bribe, in Asia, in Africa, in the Middle East, in Indo- 
nesia, and even in Western Europe. 

Mr. Arens. What should our strategy be? 

Professor Botpyrrerr. If, in the face of this, we shall continue to 
operate as we do now—that is, merely by trying to parry, the best 
we can, every Soviet move—we shall one day find ourselves in a 
pretty tight spot. Not for a moment do I suggest that we should stop 
building up our defenses or cut abruptly our assistance to the rest of 
the world. By all means, no. Not until we have developed and 
successfully introduced an effective substitute for our present-day 
policy. This new strategy should enable us to concentrate all our 
efforts to cause the Soviet leaders to lose progressively their control 
over the resources they command. 

In Asia this task is made extremely difficult for us because we are 
forced to share the stigma for the errors and injustices committed 
by our European allies against the Asiatics in the past, and because 
the robes which cover the scabby corpse of communism are so glitter- 
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ing and appealing. But in the Communist-dominated countries and 
in Russia proper this can be achieved in a spectacular manner. How- 
ever, this calls for a great deal of moral courage, determination, and 
imagination. Unless we introduce this new imaginative factor in 
our foreign policy, we—as mentioned earlier—will find ourselves in 
a tight spot. 

Mr. Argens. What is this new factor? 

Professor Botprrerr. I will try to explain what I have in view. 
What is there in the present international situation that is unprec- 
edented, totally new? We are actually at war today. Call it 
psychological, political, economic, or cold—it still is a war. There is 
nothing new about such nonshooting wars. History knows several 
cases when nations fought each other by economic pressure (the 
blockade of Napoleonic France) or even by harassing the enemy on the 
periphery (England and Spain) without ‘actually resorting, for quite 
some time, to organized military operations. In the past this was a 
strife of one government against another government, with every 
citizen of the opposing nation being considered an enemy. In the 
present conflict, the main efforts of each of the striving governments 
are mainly directed to influence the citizens, individual citizens, of the 
opposing nation over the head of their own government in an attempt 
to capture their allegiance. This is a totally new phenomenon. 
Indeed, by all its ramified means of propaganda—by “peace cam- 
paigns,’’ summit conference proposals, by stunts like the renunciation 
of bomb tests—the Soviet Government tries to fight the governments 
of the Western Nations by mobilizing public opinion in these nations 
against their own governments. The recent demonstrations in 
London and New York against American bomb tests are a graphic 
example of such tactics. Although they may have been conceived 
by the majority of the participants as an expression of pacifist aspira- 
tions, they in fact were demonstrations in support of a foreign power 
hostile to their own nation. 

It is obvious that this entirely new situation calls for entirely new 
weapons. These weapons are the new factor I mentioned. For the 
lack of a better word, I will term them as propaganda weapons. 

Mr. Arens. Where are they concentrating their propaganda 
weapons? 

Professor Botpyrerr. Of course, for reasons already mentioned, 
their main attention today is centered on the so-called uncommitted 
neutralist nations. 

Mr. Arens. What nations are those? 

Professor Botpyrerr. They are India, the Arab nations, Indonesia, 
all the nations of Asia, and of course Africa—all those underdeveloped 
nations which are today reaching the state of social-political puberty. 
They are searching for some new solutions of their social conditions 
and here the Soviet Government tries to enter forcefully into the 
picture. 

Now, what are the motivating stimuli which force the Soviet Gov- 
ernment to act this w ay? There are actually two objectives. One is 
purely defensive, and the other is definitely aggressive. 

Mr. Arens. Is the Soviet Union undertaking to convert the 
Middle East and so-called neutral countries to communism, or, in 
your judgment, do they have some other objective? 





THOUGHT CONTROL 9 


Professor Botpyrerr. One of their objectives—the aggressive ob- 
jective—is to alienate the populations of the so-called uncommitted 
nations from the Western World at any cost. ‘The other objective 
which, perhaps, is even more important for the Kremlin, considerin 
the internal situation within the Communist empire, is what I cal 
the defensive objective. I need not stress here that the events of 
the last year have shown an extremely important fact. They have 
exposed the clay feet of the Soviet giant. The Hungarian revolt, 
the ‘‘cold”’ Polish revolution, the various degrees of restiveness inside 
the Soviet Union—on which I’d like to comment briefly later on— 
all this has shown that communism is desperately losing its grip over 
the psyche of the population, and that the Soviet Government’s 
prestige is rapidly dwindles behind the Iron Curtain. The Com- 
munist leaders can control the dominated populace now only by 
sheer force of their huge police apparatus. Ideologically communism 
is dead in Russia and the satellites. What once used to capture the 
hearts of millions as the glittering religion of tomorrow, degenerated 
today into a trite, shallow doctrine, misused and exposed by its own 
prophets. The verbose Communist incantations, so often and so 
profusely repeated in every Communist country (including Yugo- 
slavia), are declaimed by rote even by party members themselves as 
a matter of a ritual, of a great propaganda hoax. They produce 
little impression on the people who are used to them just as we are 
used to our “commercials.” But louder and louder resound the 
voices of the “heretics” and these words penetrate deep into the 
consciousness of men. 

The Communist leaders understand only too well that the control 
of the body is not sufficient. They realize how shaky their position 
is becoming now that more and more human minds emancipate them- 
selves from Communist hypnosis. Even fear is no longer as all- 
permeative as before. On the contrary, it is the rulers that fear 
the ruled more and more. For it was fear that forced Khrushchev 
to denounce Stalin, it is fear that forces him to tolerate dissent and 
temporarily spare the lives of party rivals and even those of the 
outright critics of the system as a whole. 

By trying to win moral capital resulting from the acceptance of 
communism by the neutrals, or even from their willingness to col- 
laborate with the Communists, the Kremlin leaders hope to be able to 
influence their own population in order to offset their rapidly falling 
prestige at home. Because this recognition by the outside world is 
so important for Khrushchev and his gang, they are willing to pay a 
high price for this collaboration. They no longer demand accept- 
ance of communism in return for their favors. Inflammatory na- 
tionalism is their staple export commodity today. Hence, they can 
cooperate even with countries who profess to be allergic to communism, 
and enter into deals with them which are obviously not to their 
economic advantage at the present moment. 

Take, for instance, the case of Egypt. Nasser, who openly tries to 
check the spread of communism in his country, was granted a credit 
of $700 million which he will pay back over a long period, mainly in 
cotton. 

The fact that Nasser doesn’t like communism is unknown in Russia, 
but that he is a friend of the Soviet leaders is obvious. Nasser’s 
personal views on communism are of little importance so long as he 











10 THOUGHT CONTROL 





sides with the Communist bloc against the Free World. Nasser is a 
champion of the Arab independence movement and his friendly atti- 
tude to the Soviet Government influences the other ‘“‘anticolonial’’ 
elements in Asia. Thus the political advantages for the Soviets are 
tremendous. 

But this is only the first stage. Tight cooperation with the Soviet 
Union gradually leads to a process of steady infiltration of the Soviet 
patronized government by all kinds of “‘progressive’’ elements, with 
the local Communist Party temporarily standing aloof. When the 
concentration of the ‘‘progressive’”’ elements has become sufficiently 
powerful, the second stage begins. Doctrines of “‘guided democracy” 
(a la Sukarno) are being advanced and the leader, if he himself is 
not the tool in the Communist hands, has the choice either to accept 
the new political situation, to step aside, or be pushed aside. If the 
people revolt against such evolution of their government toward 
“ouided democracy,” then the Communist nations offer all their 
support to the “sovereign government,” and upon destruction of the 
“Fascists,” a pattern of red-blooded Communist regime emerges, 
which is the third and the final stage. 

To conclude this analysis let me say this. There are two processes 
which are at race in the Communist-dominated part of the world: 
(1) The growth of anti-Communist opposition, which becomes more 
and more revolutionary in its nature and will eventually lead to the 
deposition of the regime; (2) political, economic, and military expan- 
sion of communism in the non-Communist part of the world. The 
question is which of these two processes will make greater headway. 
Interesting here is the fact that the dynamism of the second process 
directly inhibits the development of the first. The greater the success 
of the Soviet leaders in expanding their influence outside the Soviet 
Union, the more this will slow down the revolutionary ferment in 
Russia. And vice versa: The greater the number of their political 
defeats, the more impetuous will be the growth of popular resistance. 

If there is to be a summit conference, then let us make it a good 
propaganda show and make sure that it results in a public and crushing 
disgrace of the Soviet bandits. Unless we are certain that this can be 
achieved, let us not embark into any negotiations at all. For such 
negotiations only disorient, embarrass, and bewilder the active anti- 
Communist forces behind the Iron Curtain. 

Mr. Arens. What are the thought-control techniques of the inter- 
national Communist conspiracy in this drive for world domination? 

Professor BotpyreFF. First of all I’d like to say that I do not 
think that the Communists have developed any particularly effective 
new method of influencing the mind. I am afraid that most of their 
successes are attributable mainly to our lack of imagination and 
dynamism in the art of propaganda. 

Let us take, for example, this very interesting situation. Since 
1955-56 the Soviets began to send quite a large number of their citi- 
zens to Western Europe as tourists. We all remember the statement, 
made I think by Churchill, to the effect that Stalin’s greatest mistake 
was to show Europe to the Soviet soldier, and the Soviet soldier to 
Europe. If this were really so, how then could Khrushchev risk to 
open the gates and let a section of the people he controls take a glimpse 
of the Free World? Granted, the proportion is relatively small. 
Most of the people are basically carefully selected. Yet, even they 
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could see the obvious differences. And still the trek of tourists con- 
tinues. 

I am sure that Khrushchev was chuckling when he was signing the 
agreement on cultural exchanges with the Western Nations. He 
knew very well (and how right he was!) that we shan’t move our little 
finger to take advantage of this opportunity to influence the tourists. 
The Soviets, on the other hand, understood that in the absence of any 
attempts on our part, they would score two tremendous advantages: 
(1) Impress the entire world by demonstrating: ‘‘Here you said we 
were airaid to show to our people your capitalist world. Well, here 
they are—we even send them abroad ourselves.’”’ (2) By isolating the 
tourists from all contact with the Western population and by showing 
them only certain things and in a certain way, the Communists make 
sure that the Soviet tourists return to Russia with the impression 
that the Communist propaganda picture of the Free World is in most 
respects correct. 

What actually happens is the following: The Soviet tourists when 
they come to Western countries are exposed to precisely the same 
regime to which Western tourists are subjected on their visits to the 
Soviet Union. When our tourists come to Russia they are given 
Communist interpreters who lead them to see the showplaces (mu- 
seums, theaters, historical monuments, the huge cyclotron in Dubno, 
one or two ‘‘Potemkin’”’ collective farms, a modern factory, etc.). 
Recently they have even permitted a certain measure of freedom of 
circulation to tourists in Moscow and other centers open to foreign 
visitors. The results were amazingly good. Most of our tourists do 
not speak any Russian, and very few Russians speak any English. 
Besides, very few would actually dare to accost a foreigner in the 
streets of Moscow to engage him in a sincere political discussion. 

The Soviet tourists come to Europe with their own “nurses,” 
“shepherds,”’ and supervisors from the MVD secret police. The guides 
and the interpreters are recruited among the local Communists and 
pro-Soviet Russian emigres. Every interpreter or guide is carefully 
screened by the Soviet Kmbassy before he is permitted to work. The 
tourists come either by boat in groups of 800-900, or by plane, some 
30 persons at a time. Most of the time they are led in closed columns, 
like small children on an excursion. In the evenings and usually the 
last day of their sojourn they are permitted to walk in small groups of 
3 to 8-10 persons with strict instructions to keep to the main thorough- 
fares. Since everything is so strange to a Soviet citizen in a Western 
city, very few actually venture to disobey the orders, unless someone 
whom they feel they can trust offers to accompany them. However, 
as a rule the ‘nurses’? appoint one of the tourists to serve as their 
eye in the group. The people are also afraid to get lost in unknown 
large cities, some even fear they may be kidnaped (this gloomy 
prospect is being continuously hammered into their heads by the 

‘nurses’”’). Never do the tourists stop for a glass of beer or a cup of 
coffee. The $50 they are authorized to take with them for the whole 
trip across Europe they try to save for souvenirs and some little 
luxuries, like blankets, for instance, which they cannot buy at home. 

The tourists are made to ‘‘work” hard. All day long, from 8 a. m. 
to 6 p. m., they are raced from one museum or historic monument to 
another. Toward the evening many of them are completely ex- 
hausted. Then they are shown the things the Communists deem 
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‘fnstructive” for them to see. It is true that in their free walks they 
stroll along the Champs Elysees, or Via Vittoria Veneto—they see 
richly trimmed stores, glittering cafes, lots of beautiful cars. But 
who can afford to shop in these stores? Who patronizes the cafes? 
Who owns the shiny cars? ‘The local and American capitalists.” 
And, indeed, all the large cities of Europe are crowded with American 
tourists during the season. Any information the Soviet tourist can 
receive about the country, her people, their conditions of life, comes 
from the guides and the interpreters, and these servile characters do 
all they can to ingratiate themselves with their employers or satisfy 
their own Communist zeal. 

Let me give you an illustration now how well this scheme works. 
Last year, I spent 6 months in Europe contacting Soviet citizens 
visiting Western countries. About 12,000 individuals were brought 
from the Soviet Union during the last 2 years to see Europe. The 
bulk of them were tourists. But there also was a large group of 
Soviet people who came to Europe for different reasons; all sorts of 
sportsmen teams to participate at international matches, various del- 
egations—scientific, technical, economic, etc. There were also sailors 
and officers of the merchant marine and the Navy, whose ships called 
on the principal ports of Europe. In fact, there is a continuous stream 
of Soviet citizens coming to this part of the world. Yet, apart from 
the N. T. S., the Russian anti-Communist organization I mentioned 
before, practically nobody pays any attention to them. Hence, the 
Soviet propaganda machine is permitted to dominate them unchal- 
lenged even when these people get into our own midst. 

Mr. ArmeNs. What do you and your organization do about this? 

Professor Botpyrerr. As | said, my main preoccupation was to 
establish contacts with those Soviet visitors. This was not too difficult 
a job. The Soviet Government provides each group of tourists with 
supervisors, but the ratio between the “wolves” and the “sheep” 
varies from 1-10 to 1-12. So with a little effort on your part (particu- 
larly if you are working with a fr iend) you can isolate individuals or 
little groups from their “nurses.” I must stress here that never, 
never, was I able to establish so complete a contact with Soviet 
citizens, and so rapidly, as in these conditions. Not even in the 
sanctuaries of their own homes back in Russia wouid people speak so 
frankly and so willingly to a stranger as in these unique conditions. 
Influenced by the general atmosphere of freedom, so unusual to them, 
and being sure that they could not be overheard or spied upon, some 
of them spoke with an amazing frankness. Of course, not all people I 
talked to were hostile to the regime, not even the majority. But 
then let us remember that the tourists are basically a selection of 
those whom the Government feels it can trust. But even among them 
there was a relatively high proportion of men and women who were 
openly critical of the regime. But all of them, without exception, 
were avidly curious about the West and wanted to know everything 
about the life in the Free World. 

As to the other group—the sportsmen, the specialists, the sailors— 
those who came not because they were handpicked for reliability, but 
because of their skills and knowledge—here the proportion of the 
regime’s opponents was prevalent. Important also is the fact that 
the younger they were, the more outspoken was their criticism. 
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The N. T. S. is doing a great job m winning these people for the 
cause of anti:Communist revolution. On their return they spread 
the word of truth and freedom among their friends at home. But 
this is only one aspect of the problemt. It is extremely important for 
these Soviet citizens to learn the truth about the West, and particu- 
Jarly about this country, to gain assurance that Americans are not 
their enemies. Such assurance can be gained only from personal 
contacts with American citizens. <A friendly talk with an ordinary 
American man or woman (of course he should speak Russian) could 
do more to win friends for this country than a ton of carefully worded 
official propaganda. Regrettably, this seldom happens. 

What actually happens is not at all encouraging. Here is an 
example. In Naples, Italy, I had a talk with a Soviet provincial 
university professor. He was with a large group from the tourist 
ship Gruziya. In the course of our conversation | inquired which of 
the countries he had seen he liked the most. ‘Belgium,’ was his 
answer. When I expressed my surprise that Paris, apparently, had 
pleased him less, this is what he said: 

“We anchored at Antwerp, and were then taken by buses to 
Brussels; besides we also traveled in the countryside around the capital. 
As we drove we had an opportunity to see how people lived. We were 
impressed. Wonderful, neat little houses, beautiful tidy gardens. 
Everything was so prosperous and pretty. We were amazed—how 
could it be that such a little country could have achieved so high 
a standard of living. ‘Then, in Brussels,” he continued, ‘everything 
became clear. We visited the National Museum of Congo and it 
dawned upon us why they had it so good in Belgium. They are still 
sucking the juices from their colonies’. (The Museum of Congo, 
indeed, is a wonderful establishment which honestly reflects the entire 
history of the colony. Of course, there were many exhibits which 
reflected the injustices of past colonial practices. However, don’t 
forget that the explanations were given by the Communist inter- 
preters, for whom the tenses—past, present, or future—have an 
importance not from the point of view of time and fact, but from the 
standpoint of expedience and propaganda effect.) 

Speaking of Paris my friend said: ‘Here the picture was different. 
The traces of a crumbling colonial empire were evident everywhere. 
The prices were exorbitant and the Americans have practically 
colonized the city—everywhere in every cafe you hear people speaking 
English. But here, in Naples—look at this misery. You can see 
for yourself.” 

Indeed in Italy, particularly in Naples, with its old, cracked, and 
sooty buildings, with packs of unwashed, dishevelled children in the 
streets, with people sleeping right on the sidewalks, an uninitiated 
person can easily be swayed. , The fact, however, that the Italian 
worker earns more and can buy more than a Soviet worker was 
never made known to the tourists. Just as the fact that some of the 
signs of poverty one could observe superficially do not necessarily 
mean true misery, but to a certain extent portray the peculiar Neapoli- 
tan ‘‘fagon de vivre” also remained unexplained. I talked to my 
friend for an hour or so and succeeded in dissipating some of his 
doubts, not only about Europe, but also about America. However, 
had I not accidentally run across him in the streets of Naples, he 
would have returned to the Soviet Union with the impression that the 
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Communist picture of the decaying West is not altogether false. One 
should also bear in mind that while sailing between ports, the tourists 
are exposed to ‘enlightening lectures” during which the Communist 
propagandists ‘‘interpret’’ to them what they have seen. 

In Paris, one evening, I walked on the Rue Royale, one of the city’s 
most fashionable streets with most expensive stores. I saw a little 
group of Soviet tourists standing im front of a display window. They 
were obviously indignant. I approached them and asked what was 
the matter. ‘Look, look at this,” one of them pointed to a Gillette 
razor apparatus. I followed his bid and saw the object, the price of 
which, according to the tag, was in the neighborhood of $18—-20 in 
American money! ‘Who can afford to buy such things? How can 
people live in a country like this?’”’ exclaimed the man (he and his 
friends were metallurgical workers). By that time I noticed the 
inscription on the tag saying that the razor was made of silver. 
When I explained this fact, the mouths of my friends dropped wide 
open in amazement. Who would have thought in the Soviet Union 
that Gillette apparatuses could be manufactured from silver? I ex- 
plained to them that this was for rich people—like Khrushchev, for 
instance, or other top-crust Soviet bureaucrats who have more money 
than they can spend. Only here the rich are not necessarily those 
who run the country, | added. Then we walked a few blocks to a 
shop where they saw ordinary razors selling for 75 cents to a dollar. 
I spent quite some time with them and had a most interesting and, 
I feel, useful intercourse. Again, had I not happened to pass there, 
these fellows would have been well conditioned for the acceptance of 
the “explanatory” remarks by their ‘‘nurses.”’ 

In Naples, I succeeded in boarding a smal! Italian boat chartered 
by the Soviets to take the tourists to Capri for a pilgrimage to the 
house where Maxim Gorki and Lenin lived while in exile. There 
were about 300 tourists on board. For an hour and a half I talked 
to them about people’s capitalism as we have it in this country. I 
began to chat with a couple of individuals sitting nearby, but very 
soon the group grew to some 30-40 persons. At first, a few char- 
acters tried to heckle me, but the others very effectively stopped 
these interferences and I was permitted to continue my “‘lecture”’ 
without hindrance. The tourists listened with immense interest and 
their remarks and the questions they posed revealed how anxious 
they were to learn more. And there certainly was no sign of hostility. 

In Paris after an engagement of words with a ‘nurse,’ I forced 
him into letting a little group of tourists go for a walk with me. We 
stopped passers-by and the tourists asked them questions about 
themselves: how much they earned, how large were their apartments, 
what was the rent, did they get any paid vacation, what was the price 
of the clothes they wore, and soon. I used a pad and a pencil for the 
interrogated person to mark down the figures, so there was no doubt 
as to the fidelity of my translation. The fact, for instance, that a 
French house painter had a 3-week paid vacation, that he lived in a 
three-room apartment, and was able to provide for his family alone, 
produced a deep impression on my tourist friends. In a space of 
about 2 hours these people were completely, once and forever, enlight- 
ened about the true conditions of Western life. 

I could go on for hours citing more and more episodes which would 
illustrate to you what a terrific opportunity is being so unpardonably 
lost by us. Now there is going to be in Brussels 
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Colonel Hetmmuicu. You mean the World’s Fair there? 

Professor Botpyrrerr. Yes, and the Soviet Government, as you 
know, is putting on a terrific show there which compares quite favor- 
ably for them with our rather modest effort. They have promised to 
bring 30,000 Soviet tourists to this spectacle, and they will confront 
them with the difference. ‘‘See, this is what we have achieved, and 
this is the best the United States can show—judge for yourself.’ 
(Of course, it would be only quite natural for the Soviet citizen to 
believe that this was indeed all we could produce for this important 
competition.) Again, the tourists will be shown things the Soviets 
want them to see. Again they will depend on Communist interpreters 
for their information. 

It seems to me to be plain commonsense that scores of Russian- 
speaking Americans be sent to Brussels to talk to these people and by 
word ot mouth to destroy the Soviet propaganda machinations. It 
is all fine to say: “This is a free country and we do not indoctrinate 
anybody; let the people judge for themselves.” But really this is not 
true. The Soviet tourists are not given the opportunity to judge for 
themselves. Yet, to permit the Communists to go on with their 
lying job right here in our own midst is, in my opinion, a sheer folly, 
to put it mildly. 

During the famous Moscow Youth Festival last year we discouraged 
our youngsters from going there. The result was that only fellow- 
traveling Americans and American Communists were there to repre- 
sent this country. And now when Soviet citizens come to our sphere 
we also permit the Soviets to brainwash them as they pleasv. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have any information respecting the reception 
accorded American tourists in Iron Curtain countries? 

Professor Botpyrrerr. Yes, indeed, and I must say that here again 
we are at the losing end. This again is our own fault, and here is 
why: There are basically three groups of our people who go behind 
the Iron Curtain as private individuals. The largest group consists 
of good-natured, friendly, gullible, and starry-eyed American tourists. 
Most of them are well-to-do people: businessmen, industrialists, 
ladies of means, all sorts of presidents of women’s clubs, ete., who 
can afford the rather expensive Intourist trip to the Soviet Union. 
The moment they land in Moscow they automatically get into special 
channels. I've already mentioned earlier how overwhelmed many 
of them are by Communist achievements and the official “‘enthusiasm”’ 
of the population. On the other hand, the absolute lack of under- 
standing of the conditions of present-day Russian life often shocks 
and annoys the average Russian when he sees how easily our tourists 
swallow the most ridiculous Communist propaganda concoctions. 
Naiveté, to put it mildly, hardly provokes a feeling of respect. And 
it simply appears inconceivable for a Russian who has never been 
abroad that people could really be so ignorant of the most obvious 
(to a Soviet citizen) facts of life. 

When these American tourists come back with that certain “‘halo” 
as “experts” who saw Russia with their own eyes, they often un- 
wittingly do just what the Soviets wish them to do. Impressed by 
what they have seen on their guided tours, they in a way help to spread 
the psychosis of fear of the great Communist power. By associating 
all they have seen with the Communist regime, they help to build up 
a certain—quite unmerited—respect for the Kremlin band. As to 
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the Russian people, most of them sincerely believe that it stands 
stanchly behind the Red leaders. Thus, many of these well-meaning 
Americans, after their trip to the U.S. 8S. R., come to the conclusion 
that “under the circumstances there is no other alternative but to 
negotiate and try to find a basis for coexistence with the obviously 
invincible Communists.””’ In a way the attitude of some of those 
American tourists reminds me of the reactions of a small child fished 
out from the deep section of a swimming pool after an accidental fall— 
he has understood very little and is plenty scared. 

The second group which, thanks to God, is much smaller than the 
first is composed of fellow travelers and Communists. Many of these 
people are doing outright Soviet propaganda. I don’t know who 
finances their trips (although I have my suspicions) but the stories 
they bring back are certainly heavily tinted. Here is an example of 
this type of tourist. There isa Mrs. 8. who is the author of a brochure 
giving a number of reasons why the Soviets will never attack this 
country. If you think one of these reasons is fear, or insufficient. 
preparedness, you are wrong. It is because the Soviet Government is 
“peace-loving,” “humane,” “truly democratic,’”? and so on. This 
woman tours the United States lecturing on her experiences in Russia. 
I don’t think there is any need to explain what she says. 

The third group, regrettably, is very small. These are people who 
really understand the situation and take full advantage of their visit 
to Russia. By way of an example, I would like to mention here Dr. 
Raymond L. Garthoff, of Washington D. C., who is the author of a 
new book, Soviet Power in the Nuclear Age. This young man speaks 
Russian fluently. He made numerous friends in Russia; talked to 
them, mostly young people, at length and came back with a wealth 
of information truly reflecting the present situation in the U.S. 8S. R. 
But even without knowledge of the Russian language much can be 
achieved if the person makes an effort, and knows how to behave and 
what to do. An English friend of mine, just by behaving correctly, 
befriended a young Russian in Moscow. They could use only sign 
language, but this was sufficient for the Russian to explain that he 
wished to meet my friend at the same place the next morning. When 
my friend appeared for the rendezvous he found that the Russian 
was accompanied by another fellow. The latter turned out to be 
an English-speaking Moscow student. They went to a discreet place 
and had a most interesting talk. They met several times later. 

I do not think anybody could blame the average American tourist 
for the poor show he makes of himself in Russia. Indeed, what would 
happen to any one of us had we been suddenly dropped right in the 
middle of a jungle without any preliminary briefing. I think we 
would present a rather pitiful spectacle. As far as John Q. Smith 
is concerned, the atmosphere of the Soviet Union to him is as strange 
as that of the jungle. So there is no wonder he makes one faux-pas 
after another. It is imperative, therefore, that some sort of a booklet 
be published and made available to our tourists who plan to visit 
the Soviet Union. The booklet should contain certain basic informa- 
tion on Russia, and her people, and give a number of practical tips 
and suggestions as to what to look for and how to behave. 

Incidentally, the N. T. S. has published a map of Moscow, which 
is very useful since no official maps of Soviet cities are available. 
The map is accompanied by a short text containing some valuable 
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information for prospective tourists. It can be obtained from the 
International Research on Communist Techniques, Inc., 55 West 42d 
Street, room 1310, New York 36, N. Y. 

I strongly believe that it would be . good public service if a manual 
for tourists planning to visit the U. S. S. R. could be published, say 
under the sponsorship of the United States Congress. It could con- 
tribute, I believe, quite substantially to a reversal of the present 
unhappy situation and turn the so-called “cultural exchanges” be- 
tween the Soviet Union and ourselves into a proposition which would 
be more in line with the best interests of this country and lead to a 
considerable improvement of the American propaganda in Russia. 

Mr. Arens. On the basis of your background and experience, what 
measures should the Free World take to counter the Russian propa- 
ganda technique which you have described? 

Professor Botpyrerr. First of all, we should attempt to anticipate 
certain Soviet moves. I don’t think that this really is too difficult 
a job. We know the pattern of their thought and the main themes 
upon which they are harping. ‘Take, for instance, the recent Soviet 
trick concerning their announced suspension of atomic bomb tests. 
It has created a terrific impression all over the world, and put us 
again in a position of those who must justify themselves. 

“T must say that just about a year ago, on April 18, addressing the 
convention of the Daughters of the American Revolution in this 
very city, I predicted that the Kremlin would do just this thing. 
It was quite obvious. The entire world is horrified by the prospect 
of an atomic war. The United States minus atomic weapons is 
almost defenseless. Why not try, then, to create a-situation which 
could induce this country to stop production of the only weapon it 
depends upon? Even if this attempt should fail to compel the United 
States to renounce its bomb, such an announcement, which is in no 
way binding for the Soviets—and what is— would embarrass us 
enormously (which it did) and score a great propaganda hit for 
the Communists: (which it did, too). 

Now, I am sure that some responsible people in our Government 
must surely have thought of this possible Soviet move. But why, 
then, had not American propaganda begun to warn the world of this 
imminent Communist trick long before the announcement was made? 
This would have pulled out the teeth from this Soviet stratagem. 
Public opinion could have been prepared long in advance and there 
would have been no shock and no need for justifications. This, of 
course, is just an example. 

The second and, perhaps, the most important measure to be taken 
stems from the character of the present conflict. This is not a battle 
of nations against nations, but between a horrible machine of col- 
lectivism against every single living person in the world. It is a 
battle for the minds and also for the hearts of human beings. Since 
it is difficult for communism (except in places where it is still unknown) 
to win the people for its cause, it simply terrorizes them into submission. 
But freedom’s appeal is great and it can win human hearts. In fact 
this is the Free World’s only chance. 

Now, in this battle both sides are using the classical weapon of 
propaganda—a highly centralized bureaucratic machine. Both the 
American and the Soviet machines formulate propaganda i in the name 
of the people. I certainly do not put a signiof equality between the 
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nature of our propaganda and theirs. But the fact still remains that 
here, just as there, it is the Government, not the people, that actually 
speaks. 

In the hands of a totalitarian government such a propagands 
machine is highly effective for these two reasons: (1) It can be well 
used to instill and spread fear; (2) it offers a totalitarian government 
an unlimited field for initiative simply because such government can 
promise more—lie, cheat, and do many things we cannot. 

But our objective is not to terrorize people or deceive them. In fact 
our main objective is to prove that under our system the people are 
the masters of the government. Indeed, setting aside all ideological. 
political, and economic differences between our system and commu- 
nism, this, perhaps, is the most crucial fact. It is this fact, then, that 
we must bring dramatically to full expression. A government-oper- 
ated propaganda apparatus can hardly convince the people, to whom 
this fact is not as obvious as it is to us, that it is actually so. We should 
develop an entirely new mechanism capable of relaying the aspira- 
tions, the beliefs, the worries, and the ideals of the American people 
directly from their mouths to the hearts of the peoples of other nations. 
Our propaganda should actually be by the people, of the people, and 
for the people, not by bureaucrats to bureaucrats. Why is it that a 
spoken word of an individual to another individual produces a far 
greater effect than a whole book of carefully compiled official propa- 
ganda? Simply because the word of an individual is more readily 
accepted as truth, whereas an official propaganda pamphlet is always 
suspected of being a product of a deliberate scheme, a stratagem aimed 
at attaining a given political objective. Nobody really believes 
official propaganda any more. The BBC or the Voice of America 
broadcasts are accepted by the listener with a considerable amount of 
salt. Concrete facts can eventually influence the reason, but they 
can hardly win the heart. It is the heart, more than the reason, that 
we should strive to win. 

Fundamentally, a democratic government should have no objection 
to letting the people speak freely for themselves. (This, of course, 
does not. exclude an official governmental mouthpiece.) The prob- 
lem, then, is mainly that of organization. There is an organization 
in the United States whose structure is perfectly suited for the purpose. 
I have in mind the American Red Cross. The Red Cross is chartered 
by Congress as a popular organization dedicated to the physical 
health, safety, and well-being of the American people. It has a great 
measure of independence from the Government. Its board is com- 
posed of 50 directors, 30 elected by the Red Cross chapters, 8 ap- 
pointed by the President, and 12 coopted by the board. It has a total 
of 44 million members, of whom 1,500,000 are doing active voluntary 
work. Actually the Red Cross truly represents the “people of America 
and does a wonderful job. 

Why couldn’t Congress charter another organization along the same 
lines to promote the moral and spiritual health, safety, and well-being 
of the American people and to project this to the rest of the world? 
Local chapters could take all sorts of measures to encourage their 
fellow citizens to express their views and beliefs and awaken them to 
the vital problems facing the Nation. Messages from clubs, schools, 
factories, churches, civic and business groups, and so on could be pre- 
pared to be relayed to equivalent groups all over the world. These 
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messages coming from the very grassroots of the Nation, without any 
state censorship, expressing the true spirit of the ordinary citizen, 
reflecting the warmth of his genuine emotions, would produce a tre- 
mendous effect contrasting with official propaganda as sharply as 
genuine wine contrasts with a synthetic concoction. But, perhaps 
even more important would be the effect which such a movement 
would produce inside the country. It would induce people here to 
take a deeper look into their own hearts, to revive the great spirit, 
the lofty ideals, which alone are responsible for America’s present-day 
greatness. Such moral awakening is desperately needed to destroy 
the suffocating grip of materialism which strangulates contemporary 
humanity all over the world. Only a spiritually strong, a courageous 
America can lead the world from the present crisis. 

Such a representative citizens organization has tremendous poten- 
tialities. It could participate actively in the task of administering 
this country’s economic aid to other nations. In the Middle East, 
for instance, I saw how deep and affectionate is still the memory 
among the people of the American missionaries who worked there in 
the early twenties. This, regrettably, is not so as far as many of our 
present-day officials are concerned. This is not entirely their fault. 
Many among them are dedicated men and hard workers. The reason 
is to be sought in the general conditions under which they are working. 
Most of them are Government officials and even those who are not 
act as if they were. For some reason or other they all enjoy the for- 
bidding halo of diplomats. They live in luxurious segregation, havin 
no contact with the population except for a small group of loca 
aristocracy and top bureaucratic brass. No wonder, then, that they 
are envied, resented, and, what is worst of all, misjudged. In this 
battle we need sincere friends. Friendship cannot be bought, it can 
only be won. The way to win it is only one—through human per- 
sonality. The American people have a great deal of natural charm, 
warmth, and sincerity. By adding as much of this commodity as 
possible to the dollar a great success can be achieved. 

Mr. Arens. If you please, Professor, how would you summarize the 
situation? 

Professor Botpyrerr. I feel that the world is approaching a critical 
period. The horizons are somber. In its tribulations and searchings, 
humanity today is dominated by two overwhelming emotions: fear, 
and aspiration for freedom. 

Western Europe has freedom but it suffers from a paroxysm of almost 
pathological fear of war. This the Communists try to exploit to domi- 
nate the psyche of the Europeans. ; 

The great Asiatic neutralist world is dominated by a tremendous 
desire for self-assertion which accentuates their hypertrophied na- 
tionalism. The fear of war is far less acute than in Europe. To the 
people of India or Indonesia, the atomic bomb does not seem to be so 
immediately threatening. 

The Communist-oppressed populations are afraid of war; its horrors 
are still fresh in their memories. But this fear is not as strong as in 
the West since it is greatly attenuated by an avid will for freedom. 
Our inability to help these nations to throw off the hated yoke, so 
graphically demonstrated during the Hungarian revolt, alienates the 
Western World from its only true and reliable allies. This fact should 
determine our attitude. By making a great, if necessary, ‘uncon- 
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ventional” effort to reach them and win back their confidence the 
following could be achieved: 

(a) Relieved from the fear of foreign invasion, assured that no deal 
could ever be made by the United States and its tyrants behind its 
back, the Russian people will intensify its pressure on the Kremlin 
gang. 

(6) A greater feeling of security will develop in Europe and its 
resistance will strengthen as a result of growing unrest behind the 
Iron Curtain. 

(c) These signs of obvious rejection of communism by those who 
live under its yoke will cause the people of Asia to recoil from the false 
Red champions of Asia’s independence. 

Time does not permit me to depict in detail the picture of the great 
struggle which unfolds in Russia today between the rulers and the 
ruled. So I will just cite a few facts and figures to give a general idea. 
The number of people who, in the Soviet ‘ ‘elections”’ last month, voted 
against the regime has increased by 123 percent as compared to the 
elections of 1954. In absolute figures the number, of course, is 
negligible—600,000 (as against 250,000 in 1954) out of a total of 
134 million voters. But considering the deadly risk involved in such 
an open act of defiance, this figure is quite impressive. Its signifi- 
cance, however, is that it indicates a rapid growth and strengthening 
of active opposition. 

To give you an idea of the volume of dissension in the leading 
intellectual circles let me mention this: The number of Soviet authors 
and journalists exposed to severe public lashing in the party press for 
their “heretical” views and ideological “errings’” during the year 

1957 was 98. Of these 21 belong to the youthful group of writers; 
14 leading Soviet national magazines were purged for publication of 
“harmful” articles and stories. In five cases these purges resulted in 
the firing of the editors in chief and more than one-half of the editorial 
staffs. 

Last year was marked by strikes and violent demonstrations organ- 
ized by the youth, particularly by university students. The fact that 
in Leningrad alone 4,300 students were expelled last year from this 
city’s colleges bears witness to the seriousness of the young people’s 
resistance. All above figures are taken from official Soviet sources. 

To characterize the spirit which today dominates Russia’s rebellious 
youth, I’ll permit muself to quote here two short excerpts from poems 
which were published in the Soviet Union last year. These young 
poets, and the authors of many other similar poems, articles, and 
stories, drew a heavy fire from party batteries, but the wrath of the 
Communist bosses seems to be incapable of checking the rapidly 
growing trends. 

The first excerpt comes from the pen of IvanjKharabarov, a 
member of the Communist Youth League, and was published i in this 
organization’s mouthpiece, the Komsomol’skaya Pravda, of April 28, 
1957 

‘‘* * * So they come, the rusty men of iron, 
To stun me forever with their lifeless hands; 


To make me forget that I once was human; 
To prove that shouts are useless in the environing night. 


Those fearful iron robots— 
Those heavy listless brains— 
Alone I march to face them * * *” 
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“How did they come to this?’ fulminates the*Komsomol’skaya 
Pravda. ‘These young poets * * * who finished our schools, who 
were raised on the books of Fadeyev, Sholokhov, Nikolai Ostrovski 
* * * And yet, in their eyes our party workers—the builders of 
the new, the freest, the most progressive regime in the world, turn 
into ‘rusty men of iron’ with ‘listless brains’.”’ 

And here is an excerpt from a poem entitled ‘“The Morning,” by 
Robert Rozhdestvensky, published in the Literaturnaya Moskva, 
volume 2, a publication suppressed by the Government for its rebel- 
lious attitude. Speaking for the people, the author addresses the 
night accusing it of cloaking all the crimes and the dirt which sur- 
round them. Angrily the night protests: “Since when have you 
begun to notice crime and dirt; weren’t you happy to live with them?” 
Exclaims the poet: 


‘“* * * Night, shut up, thou wilt never succeed 
To outshout the arising dawn. Stop indeed! 
Let the morning refute thy lies, 
Let the morning provide the replies, 
For thine adulators save thy breath; 
We loathe thy counsels—for they spell death! 
Who fears to take his ills into account 
Is doomed to die in the final count! 


We want to look back now, the names to revere 
Of those whose songs the morn will never come to hear * * * 


In darkness thou sayest one can see no grime * * * 
We want to behold it! It’s time! Time! 

For us to see the filth, the dirt, the crime * * * 

To glance at the evil faces and see their masters shake! 


To tie their hands! Their necks to break! 


I quoted these few figures and these fragments of poetry to show 
that the processes which ferment in Russia today are reminiscent 
of those which brewed in Hungary before the October 1956 outburst. 
Yet, there is a factor which makes the situation in Russia far more 
complex than it was in Hungary. Hungary is a small country where 
the internal situation was crystal clear. There were the people—“‘we”— 
and the hated oppressive minority supported by the bayonets of a 
foreign invader—‘they.”” When a suitable moment came the people 
arose against their masters without any qualms. 

But Russia is a great nation. Her people are conscious of their 
country’s might and wealth. They also know that might and wealth 
provoke fear and jealousy. So in addition to the two opposing 
factors—“we’’ (the people) and “they” (the Communist tyrants)— 
there is another element—the fearful great unknown—the Western 
World. The Russian people realize that through its aggressive policies 
the Soviet Government has antagonized the entire world. Instinc- 
tively they feel that the Free World’s hatred of communism has grad- 
ually waxed into hatred of Russia and everything Russian. This 
feeling of suspicion, of apprehension of the Free World’s ultimate 
designs, I have found to be common in varying degrees to practically 
every single Soviet citizen with whom I recently had a chance to talk. 
This misconception must be removed at all cost. This should become 
one of the foremost objectives of the Free World. 

To achieve this we must, I believe, revise and thoroughly reorganize 
our propaganda effort along the lines mentioned before, or in some 
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other effective manner. We should not be afraid of introducing new 
unprecedented methods and forms of organization. Why, the Soviets 
are doing this all the time. In Geneva they confrorted the chiefs of 
the three leading world nations with a private individual—a secretary 
of a political party—Khrushchev. What would have happened had 
this country delegated Mr. Leonard Hall to take the place of President 
Eisenhower at the summit talks? Or, take for instance the Afro-Asian 
Conference. What is this—an official body of representatives of 
sovereign governments? But, if so, what, then, are the Communist 
refugees from Iran, Iraq, Algeria, and their ilk doing there? One 
could cite scores of examples where the Communists broke all diplo- 
matic norms and traditional practices whenever it suited their goals. 

But the creation by Congress of a citizens movement of America 
or some other radical change of the existing American propaganda 
machine is a long-range objective. Certain moves could and should 
be made right away: 

1. The Soviet Government is as reluctant, though for different 
reasons, to engage in a global war as we are. However, knowing that 
we shall never strike first they can get away almost with murder and 
with impunity. If a blackmailer knows that his victim will never 
call the police, there really is no end to what he may do. It is essen- 
tial, therefore, regardless of what may be said in some quarters, that 
this country should proclaim: That while the United States is a nation 
dedicated to peace and will do all in her power for its preservation, 
she still makes it known that, in view of the blackmailing nature of 
the Soviet regime and its policies, America retains the right to strike 
at any moment whenever she feels that such action on her part will 
serve the best interests of humanity as a whole, including those of the 
Communist subjugated nations. 

2. The United States should also proclaim that her goal is to achieve 
a condition in the world where the basic rights of man and citizen are 
solemnly guaranteed to every human being in the world, and that she 
will, therefore, not desist in her efforts to cause the downfall of the 
Communist or any other totalitarian regime in the world which usurp 
the inalienable rights of men to personal security and freedom. 

3. Every possible effort should be made to bring to the attention 
of the American people the valiant struggle of the oppressed nations 
for their self-liberation. The greater, and the more outspoken, is the 
endorsement by the American people of the active anti-Communist 
revolutionary efforts of the Communist-dominated nations, the sooner 
will these nations’ confidence be regained. 

4. Immediate measures should be taken to assure that the exchange 
of cultural relations with the Russian people should actually lead to a 
better understanding between this country’s population and that of 
Russia. 

(a) Not a single Soviet citizen who happens to visit the Free World 
should be allowed to go back without being given a chance of personal 
contact with local citizens and, wherever present, with American citi- 
zens. I know of cases when Soviet visitors even to this country could 
see very little of it, because their American hosts were overly eager to 
give their guests a red-carpet reception. One important scientist told 
me in a private talk: “I’ve been wined and dined royally. I’ve seen 
a number of luxurious mansions of all sorts of vice presidents and 
presidents of America’s big industry. I’ve been shown a host of all 
kinds of machines of which we in Russia, incidentally, have quite a 
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bit ourselves. But I haven’t been able to see a single worker’s dwell- 
ing, I had no chance to talk to an ordinary citizen, I have never eaten 
in a cafeteria, and I return to Russia not much wiser than I was about 
the life conditions in this country. Besides, my wonderfully hospi- 
table hosts were so anxious to entertain me that I moved around all 
day from one place to another. Whenever I began to develop an 
interest in a conversation, I was being often whisked away to go to 
meet somebody else.” 

(b) A manual for American tourists visiting Russia should be pre- 
pared and various civic, service, religious, and other organizations 
should be urged to draw the attention of their members who plan to 
go to the Soviet Union to attempt to acquaint themselves the best 
they can with the conditions and the peculiarities of the atmosphere 
prevailing in that country. 

(c) As far as the Brussels Fair is concerned, I think it is of para- 
mount importance that a group of Russian-speaking Americans be 
sent there as soon as possible. Let us remember that each of the 
30,000 Soviet citizens who will visit the fair this year will share their 
experience with their friends back home. So every friend made in 
Brussels will mean a hundred more friends in Russia. This oppor- 
tunity should not be missed. 

Mr. Arens. Thank you very much, Professor. We appreciate your 
taking the time to confer with us and giving us the benefit not only 
of your experience, but of agg tay a and your views. 

on 


(Thereupon, at 11:50 a.m ay, April 7, 1958, the consultation 
was concluded.) 
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